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DETAILED ACTION 



This action is in response to an Appeal Brief filed on October 16, 2007 for the 
application of Wei, for a "Method and apparatus for providing updated processor polling 
information" filed December 15, 2003. 
Claims 1-20 are pending in the application. 
Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 USC § 102. 



In view of the appeal brief filed on October 16, 2007, PROSECUTION IS 
HEREBY REOPENED. A new ground of rejection is set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 3 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41 .31 followed 
by an appeal brief under 37 CFR 41 .37. The previously paid notice of appeal fee and 
appeal brief fee can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees set forth 
in 37 CFR 41.20 have been increased since they were previously paid, then appellant 
must pay the difference between the increased fees and the amount previously paid. 

A Supervisory Patent Examiner (SPE) has approved of reopening prosecution by 
signing below: 



Reopening of Prosecution After Appeal Brief 




ROBERT BEAUS0UEL r 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC§102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and 
was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Bossen 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,516,429). 



As per claim 1, Bossen discloses a method for providing updated processor 
polling information comprising: 

collecting processor polling information at boot time to be provided to an 
operating system (Fig. 4, element 412), said processor polling information describing 
operating conditions of an integrated processing system (col. 5, lines 50-64) 

notifying the operating system that a triggering event has occurred (Fig. 4, 
element 414), wherein said triggering event potentially alters said operating conditions 
of said integrated processor system (col. 3, lines 15-20) 

providing updated processor polling information during runtime to said operating 
system (col. 4, lines 13-27) said updated processor polling information reflecting 
operating conditions of said integrated processor system after the occurrence of the 
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triggering event (col. 4, lines 44-67). 

As per claim 2, Bossen discloses creating a corrected platform error polling 
(CPEP) table (col. 5, lines 13-24), wherein said CPEP table is populated with processor 
polling information collected at boot time (col. 3, lines 32-58). 

As per claim 3, Bossen discloses the triggering event is based on an addition of a 
processor device (col. 7, lines 5-8). 

As per claim 4, Bossen discloses the triggering event is based on a deletion of a 
processor device (col. 4, lines 44-48). 

As per claim 5, Bossen discloses the triggering event is based on a 
deconfigu ration of a processor device (col. 4, lines 61-67). 

As per claim 6, Bossen discloses performing a process on an object associated 
with a processor device and returning a value to an operating system of said integrated 
processor system, wherein said value supercedes a corresponding processor polling 
information (col. 3, lines 32-58). 
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As per claim 7, Bossen discloses the value that is returned is a zero indicating 
that the corresponding processor device is not to be polled (col. 4, lines 20-27). 

As per claim 8, Bossen discloses the value that is returned is a non-zero number 
indicating a minimum polling frequency (col. 4, lines 13-27) and (col. 3, lines 32-58). 

As per claim 9, Bossen discloses a computer program embodied on a computer 
readable medium (col. 7, lines 15-26) for providing updated processors polling 
information, the computer program causing a computer to perform the steps of: 

creating a processor polling information table (col. 5, lines 13-24), said processor 
polling information table being populated with boot time processor polling information 
(Fig. 4, element 412), wherein said processor polling information describes operating 
conditions of an integrated processing system (col. 5, lines 50-64) 

updating said processor polling information table upon receipt of a notification 
that a triggering event has occurred (col. 4, lines 13-27), wherein said triggering event 
may potentially alter said operating conditions of said integrated processor system (col. 
3, lines 15-20). 

As per claim 10, Bossen discloses said computer program further causes said 
computer to: 

invoke a bus check notification upon an online addition of a processor device 
(col. 7, lines 5-8), wherein said bus check notification indicates to an operating system 
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that a re-enumeration of a device tree needs to be performed (col. 4, lines 13-27), and 
wherein said operating system invokes a Poll for corrected Platform Error L pPE ) 
procedure that returns a value indicating a polling frequency for said added processor 
device (col. 3, lines 32-58). 

As per claim 1 1 , Bossen discloses said computer program further causes a 
computer to: invoke an eject request notification upon an online deletion of a processor 
device, wherein said eject request notification indicates to an operating system to 
update its CPEP table and not poll from said processor device which has been deleted 
(col. 4, lines 44-67). 

As per claim 12, Bossen discloses said computer program further causes a 
computer to: invoke a CPEP check notification invoked by an online deconfigu ration of a 
faulty processor device, wherein the CPEP check notification indicates to an operating 
system to invoke a _PPE procedure indicating to said operating system alternative 
processor devices to be polled (col. 4, lines 44-67). 

As per claim 13, Bossen discloses said computer program further causes a 
computer to: invoke a _PPE procedure object associated with a processor device, 
wherein said _PPE procedure object returns a value that supercedes a corresponding 
CPEP table processor polling information (col. 3, lines 32-58). 
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As per claim 14, Bossen discloses a zero return value indicates that said 
corresponding processor is not to be polled (col. 4, lines 20-27). 

As per claim 15, Bossen discloses a non-zero return value indicates a minimum 
polling frequency (col. 4, lines 13-27) and (col. 3, lines 32-58). 

As per claim 16, Bossen discloses an apparatus for updating processor polling 
information comprising: 

a corrected platform error polling (CPEP) table creator for creating a CPEP table 
coupled to an operating system (col. 3, lines 32-58) and (col. 5, lines 13-24), said CPEP 
table being populated with boot time processor polling information (Fig. 4, element 412), 
wherein said processor polling information describes operating conditions of an 
integrated processor system (col. 5, lines 50-64) 

a triggering event detector coupled to said operating system, said triggering 
event detector capable of detecting an occurrence of a triggering event (Fig. 4, element 
414), where said triggering event may potentially alter said operating conditions of said 
integrated processor system (col. 3, lines 15-20) 

a CPEP table updator (col. 4, lines 13-27) coupled to said operating system (Fig. 
1, element 126) and further coupled to said triggering event detector (Fig. 1 , element 
124), wherein, upon a receipt of a notification of an occurrence of a triggering event 
from said triggering event detector, said CPEP table updator provides updated 



Application/Control Number: Page 8 

10/737,111 

Art Unit: 2113 

processor polling information to said operating system based on said altered operating 
conditions (col. 4, lines 44-67). 

As per claim 17, Bossen discloses the triggering event detector is configured to 
detect an event triggered by an addition or deletion of a processor device (col. 4, lines 
44-48). 

As per claim 18, Bossen discloses the triggering event detector is further 
configured to detect an event based on a deconfiguration of a processor device (col. 4, 
lines 44-48). 

As per claim 19, Bossen discloses a polling frequency calculator coupled to said 
CPEP table updator (Fig. 1, element 124) said polling frequency calculator configured to 
return a value that indicates a minimum polling frequency for a selected processor 
device (col. 3, lines 32-58). 

As per claim 20, Bossen discloses said polling frequency calculator is configured 
to forgo polling said selected processor device when said polling frequency calculator 
returns a zero value for said selected processor device (col. 3, lines 32-58) and (col. 4, 
lines 20-27). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments see Appeal Brief, filed October 16, 2007 with respect to 
the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-20 have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a 
new ground(s) of rejection is made over Bossen et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,516,429). 
Refer to the corresponding section of the claim analysis for details. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Elmira Mehrmanesh whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 5531 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert W. Beausoliel can be reached on (571) 272-3645. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



ROBERT BEAUSOUEL 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 21 00 



